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 Bome spectfic trend be clted to
BUpport this view. Japan’s coal production
hps béen fairly stable inTegent years despite
phenomenal growth in her general economy.
In the 5 years between 1956 and 1961, for
instance, plg iron production nesrly tripled
and thermal-generated electric power consid-
erably more than tripled. During the same
_interval, Japan was able to increase water-
generated power by gnly 15 percent; in
Europe, West Germany increased steel pro-
duction 40 percent befween 1956 and 1961;
France, 30 percent; Itgly, 50 percent; Sweden,
50 percent; Belgium, g little over 10 percent;
and Great Britaln, a little less. . For the
same b-year period, Increases ip production
of electric power wgre about 40 percent In
West Germany, Frajice, and Italy; 50 percent
in Great Britaln ghd Sweden; and 30 per-
cent i;;_iBelygium. :In South America, steel
producthn Jyose B0 percent in Argentina
and 20 percent i
electric power prbduction in the prineipal
countries ranged from 30 percent in Brazil
a5id Chile to 50 _Percent in coal-rich Colom-
.bla and over 1
euela.
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The U.S. Pgsiﬁq@ in World Affgirs
T R L o s S PRREAN -
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

o

o OF PENN;
IN THE HOUSE OF R SENTA]
o v o Monday, August 27, 1962 .
. Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday I had the privilege of addressing
the 17th annual convention of the Na-
tional Society of Public Accountants at
the Sheraton Hotel in Philadelphia, Pa.

b the Teguest of the society, the subject
, ol my address was “The U.S. Position
- dn World Affairs.” Under. leave to ex-
tend my remarks I am. including the text
ot that:_agdress_: e
».TuE U8 Posirion. 19 WORLD AFFAIRS,
LY Representative Jamrs E. Van
““"ZAND’I} Member of Congress, 20th District
..-of Pennsylvanla, before the 17th National
- Conventlon ‘of the Public Accountants,
“#heraton THotel, Philadelphia, Pa., Mon-
- Gay, Aug. 20, 1962, 7:30.pm,)
~“The sublect I have been asked to gpeak

] ‘go;}lght is “The U8, Pogition
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Cohvery American ls gware of our country's

_ great variety of activities In a thousand spots
around the globe, . .

£

E Chile, while increases in.

" The newspapers, radio, and television keep
us Informed dally of American activities in
Laos, South Vietnagm, Geneva, the United

Nations—revolutions in Latin Amerlea, Tiots

in Palestine, or propaganda from Moscow.
. Yes we are deeply interested In what is
golng on around the world—because we are
deeply involved, .

. This invpolvement is partly by cholce and
partly by eircumstance,

. The circumstances of World War II left
only two great powers—the United States
and the Soviet Union. . I

. Japan and Germany were defeated and
occupled.

Other European powers were drained and

exhausted by the long bitter years of war.
. As the United States brought its boys
home, the hard realities of this new two-
power world soon became evident.
. Unless, the. United States exercised
strength~—either militarily or economically—
as in the case of the Marshall plan the So-
viet Union would ecapture by force and sub-
version every free country whose affairs it
fould entangle. .

The United States chose to take up vigor-
ously the task that historic circumstance
had thrust upon us.

We became leader of the free world in the
struggle to maintain independence against
the threat of Soviet Russlan imperialism.

Of all the roles which our country plays
in the world today—this one is the most
worthy.

. I could speak to you today about our posi-
tion as a firm and loyal supporter of the
United Nations.. . . .

I could speak to you about our position
of builder of the underdeveloped areas—
about our foreign ald program—and our
Alliance for Progress.

I could speak to you about our evolving
position as a partner in trade with the new
Europe—a Europe saved from Communist
chaos by its own determination and hard
work—aided by the resources the American
taxpayer provided by our Marshall plan.

I could speak of these and many other
positions of the United States in world affairs
today.

, But I want to talk about one aspect of
our positioz; of leadership of the free world,
the very core of strength of our leadership
éosition—our military strength,

- We know from bitter experlence that
Communism will not hesitate to use the
force of arms in pursuit of its Imperial am-
bitions, . . . :
*We also know that freemen, armed with
4 knowledge of Boviet tactles a8 well as with
the machines of war, will not lose their free-
dom éasily. .

! S8ince the core of free world strength is
the military power of the U.S, Armed Forces,
and since Khrushchev has been making so
Thany elalms ‘lately about the size and
gtrength of the Soviet strategic forces, I
would like to take this opportunity to point
out the relative balance of military power
between the United States and the Soviet
Union.,

There are two reasons for my selection
of this specific’ subject to speak about on
this occaston.

First, I have firsthand knowledge of it
and, second, during the month of July Mr.
Khrushchev and other Russians did some
boasting that needs a straight answer.

"My knowledge of the subject comes from
my Navy experience in the two World Wars,
and the Korean conflict,

Also from the fact that I am currently a
member of the House Committee on Armed
Services and the Joint Committee on Atomic
Energy.

I think during the course of my remarks
that I will be able to show up Mr. Khru-
-shchev’s boasts for what they are.

I think I shall also be able to clear up
some possible question In your minds about
such things as the missile gap.

It is importafft in this age of the possi-
‘bility of nuclear catastrophe—for every citi~
zen to be aware of the realities of the mili-
fary situation.

This is another reason I thought it im-
portant to clear up any confuslon created
by last month’s Soviet exaggerations.

I belleve 1t is useful to share our thinking
with our staunch allies—such as our friends
from Canada who are here with us at this
gathering.

They share equally.in the dangers of de-
fending our freedoms.

For that reason, they ought to share equal-~
ly in our evaluation of the actual military
balance of power today.

Let me begin by comparing the strategic
striking forces of the United States and the
Soviet Union,

At present we have about 85 operational
ICBM’s to a reported Soviet 50-75.

In additlon the United States has 128
Polaris missiles on 8 operational submarines.

‘We have over 600 B-52’s, almost 100 B-58’s,
and about 1,000 B-47's with round trip re-
fueling capabilities,

Against this the Russians have only 150
intercontinental bombers and about 400 to
800 one-way-only medium bombers.

This is all that the Russians have that
poses a direct threat to the United States
and Canada.

We have, however, in addition to all these
missiles and bombers about 100 MRBM’s in
Europe.

We also have about 300 carrier-based and
1,000 land-based tactical aircraft designed

~and stationed so that they could carry nu-

clear weapons into Russia.

Thus, consldering only the United States

and the Soviet Union, we have an enormous-
1y overwhelming advantage in strategic nu-
clear striking power.
. To partially offset this advantage the So-
viets have their huge well-equipped land
army and about 400 MRBM’s statloned in
Eastern Europe with which to threaten our
NATO allies.

The advantage in missiles and bombers is
decidedly on the side of the United States
and is growing rapidly.

Furthermore, we and our NATO allies are
building up our .conventional Zforces in
Europe-—so that we can conduct a successful
local defense without using destructive nu-
clear weapons to do it.

Therefore, without ignoring the dangers of
the fantastically destructive weapons of to-
<ay, there is no need for us to be more afraid
of the Russians than they are of us.

We can be confident that our vigorous de-
fense program is keeping us ahead of the
Reds.
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But what about the missile gap? Did‘ it -

ever exist?

Yes It did exist on paper but fortunately
1t never materialized in fact.

The missile gap was a prediction, let us
remember, based on intelligence estimates.

These estimates showed that the Russianhs
were building a fleet of ICBM’s.

The estimates were arrived at based on the
amount of steel alloy and the number of
specialists and so forth required to build
one of these missiles.,

In addition, the estimates were based on.

the total amount of steel alloy and the num-
‘ber of specialists that the Russians had.

Then also the experts calculated how many
missiles the Russians were capable of build-
ing over the next few years.

Compared to the number of missiles that
the United States had planned to build
over those same years, the Russians could
have had in the early 1960’s a lead of as
much as 3 to 2. ’ ’

This was the so-called missile gap.

The main reason it never materialized was
that Russia never built anywhere near the
number of missiles that were estimated,
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Her fallure to do so was due perhaps to
egricultural or other Internal problems
which kept her defense spending down.

At any rate, we speeded up our program,
- and when the new intelligence information
came In that the Russlans had not bullt all
. their missiles—the so-called missile gap dis-

appeared.

In fact, the United States assumed a small
but growing lead in the missile fleld.

The same thing had happened in the early
1850’s with the bomber gap and it was re-
solved in the same fashlon.

It was worthwhile to take these alleged
gaps seriously.

Tou can imagine the dangerous situation
which could have arisen, if we had not taken
them seriously, and the Russians had bullt
to their limit.

At the present time it is reported we have
a safe lead in both these categories.

That fact is a satisfying feellng for all
Americans.

Now there are two specific Russian rumors
that I would like to try to counter.

On July 17, Premler Khrushchev in an in-
terview with some American editors repeated
his earller claims that Russia had an anti-
ICBM missile.

He boasted that the Soviet missile could
“hit a fly in space.” -

QOur Department of Defense and other
space sclentists are positive, however, that
the Arst successful Intercept of an ICBM by
an antimiasile missile took piace 3 days later.

It was on July 20, over Kwajalein Island in
the Pacific, & U.S. Army Nike-Zeus missile
intercepted an Atlas ICBM.

So here 15 an anti-missile-missile gap that

. Mr. Khrushchev Is trylng to create in the
minds of the world.

The facts do not back him up.

Another Russian boast that took place last
month was in connection with the Soviet
Navy day celebration held in Leningrad on
July 20.

There, Russian Admiral Balkov sald that
the Soviet Navy now had Polaris-type sub-
marines that could go under the pole just
like the U.8. version.

Later, in the military newspaper Red Star,
the Soviet Polaris-type striking force was
called the “shock force” of the Red navy.

Now this may well be, but If the Russians
have Polaris-type submarines that can go
under the pole, they must not be able to
make it up the Neva River to Leningrad.

They dld not show up with all the other
Red navy vessels at the navy day celebra-
tion.

And only a few weeks before the Red
gtar called the Polarls-type submarine fleet
the “shock force' of the Red navy, reports
came out that the Soviet Union had just
conducted its first successful underwater
misafle launch.

No wonder none of these subs showed up
at Leningrad.

If these submarines advanced from the
experimental stage to a “shock force” stage
in the matter of a few weeks, those subs must
have been crulsing urider the pole or some-
where with no time to celebrate navy day.

What all these exaggerations show, I think,
is a desperate attempt by the Soviets to keep
up the false image of Russian military su-
premacy.

This exaggerated supremacy claimed the
attention of a worrled world under the In-
fluence of such things as the "“bomber gap”
and the missile gap.

Now that time has shown each of these
gaps to be nonexistent, the world ‘renlizes
that the United States is still way ahead of
the Russians militarily.

For one thing, the Soviet economy cannot
stand the defense expenditures needed to
surpass the U.8. effort.

And for the world to know this most cer-
tainly upsets the Soviet leaders.
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the face of all this Soviet bluffing and
the jlack of facts in the false gap storles
Amdica faces a problem at home.

Sdme of our fellow citizens claim that the
United Btates is behind in everyihing.

They say we have become a second-rate
POWRT.

They are alarmlsts and prophets of de-
feat{sm.

They talk about Russia’s expanding econ-
omw—and now they throw In Germany,
Pragce, and Japan,

What they do not say or do not know ls
thati the Russian expansion is based on the
peribd between 1948 and 1953, when the Bo-
viet] was recovering from the effects of the
Ger invasion.

It was a recovery from a nearly mortal
blow, and not normal, healthy economic ex-
panglon.

Much the same may be sald for most Eu-
ropdan countries.

e Xnow that Russia has not expanded
agrdcultural .production.

e know she is short of automobiles and
such durables as refrigerators, washing ma-
chiges, and many other {tems. :

10 United States has never falled to meet
profuction- gonls in either war or peace from
eltier its farms or factories,

1ese achievements should be the pride
and glory of every gingle American.

1e of the great unsolved military prob-
lemg facing this country is that of organiz-
ingland equipping the NATO shield forces.

e must be able to fight and to win a Jocal
resistance war without destroying the home-
lan@ of the ally, which we are defending.

1s means in simple terms that if we use
tactical nuclear weapons to stop a possible
Russian thrust into Europe, they would use
then, too, and soon there would be nothing
lefy to defend.
wat 18 why our policy 18 now directed
towhwrd increasing the strength of the con-
verjtionnily armed defense forces there.

1} the Communists tried to invade West-
erny Europe and we had the number of regu-
lar [divisions there that we are now building
up |t0. & stout defense could be made with-
ouf the use of highly destructive nuclear
wegpons.

Qur policy 18 now directed toward keeping
thdse weapons always on hand—always ready
to juse if our regular defense forces cannot
hoki—while at the same time Increasing
thgir capabllity to do so.

the Regular Forces cannot hold—and
we}must use nuclear weapons to do it—the
dh:,[zenslon of the war will be radically altered,
fori the Initiation of the use of nuclear weap-
ong is more than just an increase in flre-
povwer.

It is a firm and solemn demonstration to
thq enemy that the object which we are
defending is of extremely high value to us.
4nd bis persistence in trying to gain it
has ralsed the risks to him to a high and
dapgerous level.

The problem today, however, is that the
cofventional forces in NATO are still in the
pr¢cess of bullding up to a high enough
leyel.

hat we want i8 a cholce of whether or
nod to use nuclear weapons, not a necessity
to (o 80.

"his position of cholce between alterna-
tides is a position of strength.

ut the problem of tactical nuclear weap-
ong in NATO s more complex than this.

asic decisions will have to be made with-
ini the next year or two about the strategy
urder which NATO forces will use these
Wgapons.

E: based on this strategy. additional
p

lems will have to be solved.
allies are demanding a greater share
in! the decistons about when, where, how, of
if o use nuclear weapons.

: gupreme excel |
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plode in our all T
Therefore, {fey "dré ‘also asking more

command posiifons In the military branch
of NATO, whi(p will have control of these
nuclear wea.pox‘."f_ ‘, Bl s R

The military froblems of NATO are further
complicated by Ehe political problenis which
always arise win two or more indépendent
nations work tfether.” 77 o

I would like fo leave with you now a few
thoughts abouf perhaps the greatest and
most challengl§g prdbiém which will have
to be overcome §if we are 1o realize our goal
of & free and ! Facefnl goclety of Independ-
ent nations. P

That problen §is the mastery of outer space.

The advancéf In fhig fleld In the last 5
years stagger ‘Be tmagination. ~

For example fHe gucessful orbiting and
landing last w(§k of the Russian cosmonauts
reveal the grea nces made by the Soviet
Union In probi g tuter space.  ~

Prankly the® 'Russign sccomplishments
reveal milttary’ §ahger which could arise if an
allen power co'fid take and mhaintain control
of outer space: Bwhlle denying its use to the
West by antisa Blllte miasiles or other means.

Seriously 1ad g arid géntlemen—we have a
1ot of work to f§o in the devélopment of our
space program Fif we Aré to forge ahead or
even keep abre §at of the Soviets.

This Is the x of the vexing problem
we face. g0 T

It the Wesi§Wins this space race or at
least matches Russie, we will be successful
in keeping the Joviet Unlon from threatening
the free worl§from an invulnerable space
haven. T : :

I am certahifyou will agree that in such
an event—we 1 have taken a long step
toward the kil of international society we
want. b TE . e -

Our basic ppblem centers on how to win
this cold wal fwithout having a thermo-
nuclear war 1 fpossible.

For as the Preatest of all Chinese mili-
tary philosopt 8, St Teiu sald almost 2,500
years ago 5OUEB.C., “To fight and conquer
in all our batt B&18 Hot supreme excellence—
fee tongists in breaking the
enemy’s resis{fnce without fighting.”

While we e ready today to. fight a
thermonucleai fwar ‘'we have no wish to do
80 unless for¢§d to it by the Russians..

The United Btates with its overwhelming
strategic supé¢Bority would put an end to
Bovlet Russis §put she in turn would kill
many mililonf of our people and perhaps
destroy Weste i Europé completely,

Such an eifiing to the cold war would
obviously satli {y noone.

Western stiftegy 18 to remaln militarily
strong enougl §8o that the US.S.R. will not
try an armed fakeover In the free parts of
the world. : :

In addition §by economic cooperation and
increased wotfl trade, we hope to make the
Atlantic allia fbe a btrong and thriving cen-
ter of well-beifig and freedom.

Having aco§nplished this objective, the
Boviet allland f system would break down as
the captive 13tions of Eastern Europe are
irresistibly at $atted to the Western example
of free and h [ppy prosperity. s

Finally the Joad to this ideal solution will
he netther sh¢ ft nor easy. ) )

There are :§any problems to be met and
overcome an(fthe twists and turns in the
road will beni ) T

Yet with t!
the present .
the knowledj
of freedom, V|
prevaill, ]

_ponfidence that the facts of
ififary balance glve s, &nd
that history is on the side
th God's help, our cause shall




